UIdaho Law

Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law
Idaho Supreme Court Records & Briefs

10-19-2015

State v. Meier Appellant's Brief Dckt. 43055

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.law.uidaho.edu/
idaho_supreme_court_record_briefs
Recommended Citation
"State v. Meier Appellant's Brief Dckt. 43055" (2015). Idaho Supreme Court Records & Briefs. 5537.
https://digitalcommons.law.uidaho.edu/idaho_supreme_court_record_briefs/5537

This Court Document is brought to you for free and open access by Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law. It has been accepted for inclusion in Idaho
Supreme Court Records & Briefs by an authorized administrator of Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law. For more information, please contact
annablaine@uidaho.edu.

SARA B. THOMAS
State Appellate Public Defender
I.S.B. #5867
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
I.S.B. #6406
P.O. Box 2816
Boise, ID 83701
(208) 334-2712
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
JOHN SCOTT MEIER,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
___________________________)

NO. 43055
ADA COUNTY NO. CR 2006-1546
APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
John Scott Meier appeals from the district court’s order denying his Idaho
Criminal Rule (hereinafter, Rule) 35 motion for correction of an illegal sentence.
Mr. Meier asserted that his determinate life sentence violated the terms of I.C. § 192514. Mindful of the language of that statute, Mr. Meier asserts that the district court
erred by denying his motion.
Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
In 2007, Mr. Meier pleaded guilty to possession of sexually exploitative material
and a persistent violator enhancement. (R., p.7.) He received a fixed life sentence.
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(R., p.7.) In 2015, he filed a Rule 35 motion, asserting that his sentence was illegal.
(R., p.6.)
According to Mr. Meier, “under the laws of the State of Idaho, all crimes that are
punishable with a maximum term of life, have a set prescribed mandatory minimum
contained within the statute.” (R, p.7.) He asserted that, pursuant to I.C. § 19-2513, “if
the offense carries a mandatory minimum penalty as provided by statute, the court shall
specify a minimum period of confinement consistent with such statute.”

(R., p.8.)

Mr. Meier further asserted that the persistent violator statute, I.C.§ 19-2514, “carries
within it a five (5) year minimum period of confinement.

Therefore, when pronouncing

the sentence upon the Defendant this Court was bound to enter an order that specified
a minimum term that ‘. . . is consistent with such statute.’”

(R., p.8.)

Mr. Meier

concluded that, “this leaves the Court with total discretion to impose an indeterminate
term up to and including a life term, but that must be an indeterminate term . . .”
(R., p.9.)

Mr. Meier believed the determinate term was required to be five years.

(R., p.9.) Finally, Mr. Meier asserted that a determinate life sentence was only allowed
in first-degree murder cases. (R., p.10.)
The district court denied the motion, holding that I.C. §19-2514 did not mandate a
minimum fixed sentence based upon State v. Toyne, 151 Idaho 779 (Ct. App. 2011).
Further, the court concluded that, even if it did, a determinate life term was consistent
with the language of the statute.

(R., p.15.)

The court also concluded that a

determinate life sentence is permissible in cases other than first-degree murder.
(R., p.15.)
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Mr. Meier appealed.

(R., p.18.)

Mindful of the language of I.C. §19-2514,

Mr. Meier submits that the district court erred by denying his Rule 35 motion.
ISSUE
Did the district court err when it denied Mr. Meier’s Rule 35 motion to correct an illegal
sentence?
ARGUMENT
The District Court Erred When It Denied Mr. Meier’s Rule 35 Motion To Correct An
Illegal Sentence
A motion to correct an illegal sentence may be brought at any time. See I.C.R.
35(a). Mr. Meier based his argument on I.C. §19-2513 and I.C. §19-2514. Section 192513(2) states, in relevant part, “[i]f the offense carries a mandatory minimum penalty
as provided by statute, the court shall specify a minimum period of confinement
consistent with such statute.” I.C. §19-2513(2). Section 19-2514 provides, in relevant
part, “[a]ny person convicted for the third time of the commission of a felony . . . shall be
sentenced to a term in the custody of the state board of correction which term shall be
for not less than five (5) years and said term may extend to life. I.C. §19-2514.
According to Mr. Meier, when read together, these statutes provided for a
mandatory minimum of five years determinate, and the determinate term could only be
five years in order to be “consistent” with the mandatory minimum.” (R., pp.7-8.) The
district court noted, and Mr. Meier acknowledges, that in State v. Toyne, 151 Idaho 779
(Ct. App. 2011), the Court of Appeals concluded that the persistent violator statute did
not provide for a mandatory minimum sentence. Further, the court noted that even if
the statute provided for a mandatory minimum, the sentence imposed was consistent
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with the law because it was between five years and life.

(R., p.15.)

Mr. Meier

acknowledges that the language of I.C. §19-2514 states that the sentence can be from
five years, to life.

Mindful of the language of I.C. §19-2514, which applies to all

individuals convicted for the third time of any felony, Mr. Meier submits that the district
court erred by denying his motion to correct an illegal sentence.
CONCLUSION
Mr. Meier respectfully requests that the district court’s order denying his motion
to correct an illegal sentence be reversed.
DATED this 19th day of October, 2015.

___________/s/______________
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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